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RI and ME All Media 

SRF Data 
Region 1 completed its Round 3 SRF report for Rhode 
Island, for FY12, in July 2014.  Region 1’s draft Round 
3 SRF report for Maine, for FY13, is under OECA 
review.  For both reviews, the most prevalent and 
significant issues (i.e., Areas for State Improvement) 
revolve around data issues.  Incomplete data, 
inaccurate data, the timeliness of data entry were all 
identified as issues in both SRF reviews.  None of the 
issues are insurmountable nor are they unique to 
these states.  Data issues cut across all media 
programs and all states. 

For issues that are identified in each SRF review, including data issues, the 
Region has a process to conduct quarterly check-in discussions with each 
state to track the progress on correcting any identified issues.  Some issues 
may take several quarters or years to resolve.  Regardless, quarterly check-
ins will serve to keep issues identified in each SRF at the forefront.   
 

All States CAA 

ICIS-Air 
Several Region 1 states have voiced strong concern 
with last year’s transition from AFS to ICIS-Air.  These 
states and others nationally are finding great difficulty 
maintaining the level of effort required to ensure a 
smooth transition.  Specific tasks include the review 
and correction of data inconsistency reports, computer 
programming of data translators to allow state 
systems to export data into ICIS-Air and to allow ICIS-
Air to receive the data, and training for direct users of 
ICIS-Air. 
   
In Region 1, RI, CT, MA and VT are direct users.  For 
these states the new data screens and the case file 
module in particular pose new challenges.  NH and 
ME are batch users and are still in the process of 
working with EPA HQ to create data translators that 
will allow data to flow from the state database to ICIS-
Air.  Even when these translators are complete, not all 

Region 1 anticipates that the resource burden on EPA staff will lessen over 
time as the transition proceeds.  However, significant effort is expected 
throughout FY15.   
 
OECA guidance, flexibility, and contract resources provided at the end of 
FY14 was critical to supporting the transition and will remain important to 
ensure effective implementation. 
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data elements will transfer automatically requiring 
batch users to do some direct data entry.  
 
Region 1 air enforcement staff are devoting significant 
resources learning to use and program the new 
system, develop new data forms for inspectors, and 
providing assistance our states.  These efforts are 
taking away from other air enforcement work.  

RI, CT, VT 
and ME 

CWA The Clean Water Act Electronic Reporting Rule, slated 
to go final in FY15, will require states to: 

• Modify permits to require electronic reporting; 

• Get CROMMER approval for any state 
electronic reporting systems; 

• Implement electronic reporting for all 
traditional permits; 

• Implement electronic applications and 
electronic reporting for general permits; 

• Report all state inspections and enforcement 
activity to ICIS-NPDES; and 

• Require sewer overflow notices to be 
submitted to the state electronically.  

 

The timing for state implementation of the rule could 

be as early as 2018.  If so, Region 1 expects that our 

states could have difficulty with meeting this deadline. 

As the rule becomes final, the requirements and impacts of the rule on our 
states must be communicated and reinforced.  Significant training and 
technical assistance will be required as the rule is implemented.  Region 1 
expects to support these efforts, but if the burden for outreach, training, and 
technical assistance falls to the regions, this will take resources away from 
other work. 

All States All Media State Resources 
Region 1 states have suffered from the loss of key 
enforcement staff in recent years.  They continue to be 
able to conduct the minimum program requirements, 
but they rely on Region 1 in some important program 
areas.  For example, Region 1 has been assisting 
RIDEM’s CAA enforcement program by providing 
observers for some air emission compliance tests; 
however, in 2014, RIDEM began rebuilding its stack 

To date, our states have continued to meet their minimum enforcement 
commitments to EPA; however, any further loss of key enforcement staff 
could be serious depending on the state and the specific media program.  If 
a critical state capacity concern arises, we would elevate this to senior 
regional management for discussion at a state commissioner level. 
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test observation capacity to cover more of the permit-
required tests.   
 
The issue of the need for additional state enforcement 
resources has been noted in recent SRF reports for 
VT, RI, and ME. 

  

 


